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The power to amend the record is generally not lost by the mere lapse of time. 


A court's power to amend its records is usually not lost by the lapse of time.! Amendments to 
correct clerical errors may be made after the entry of final judgment.” Because the record may be 
corrected at any time regardless of whether the court has jurisdiction over the case,’ amendments 
are not barred the lapse of the time specified in procedural rules for the modification of orders,“ 
or during the pendency of an appeal. However, the time for making corrections may be limited 


to before the record is filed on appeal.° 
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